
EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 151, Pt. 1122 January 4, 2005 
Act.’’ As we all know, copyrighted works not 
only provide entertainment and provide a posi-
tive trade balance for our country’s economy 
but also are a window to this country’s cultural 
heritage. In recognition of this, our copyright 
laws are designed to encourage the produc-
tion, distribution, and preservation of copy-
righted content. This legislation, which I am in-
troducing with Representative HOWARD L. BER-
MAN, makes two important changes to the 
copyright law to make it easier to preserve 
these artifacts. 

Title I is the ‘‘Preservation of Orphan Works 
Act.’’ This important provision corrects an 
oversight in the copyright law that allows li-
braries and archives to reproduce and dis-
tribute up to three copies of musical works, 
movies, etc.—not sound recordings—of a copy 
they have to replace stolen/deteriorated copies 
or for preservation/security purposes. They 
also can make unlimited copies of other copy-
righted works—items except musical works, 
movies, etc.—during the last 20 years of the 
copyright term. This bill would amend the law 
to say they can make unlimited copies of mu-
sical works, movies, etc. during the last 20 
years of the term of the music or movies. 

Title II is the ‘‘National Film Preservation Act 
of 2005.’’ It reauthorizes the National Film 
Preservation Act of 1996. We all know that 
motion pictures are amongst this nation’s cul-
tural treasures, going beyond entertainment to 
represent American ideals and values to peo-
ple across the world. Unfortunately, the films 
on which many motion pictures are created 
are easily susceptible to physical deterioration; 
in fact, over 50 percent of movies made be-
fore 1950 have deteriorated and over 90 per-
cent of movies from before 1929 have disinte-
grated. 

The 1996 Act was designed to ensure that 
we could protect the treasures we still have. It 
created the National Film Preservation Board 
and the National Film Preservation Founda-
tion. The NFPB generates public awareness of 
a national film registry and reviews initiatives 
to ensure the preservation valued films. The 
NFPF issues grants to libraries and other insti-
tutions that can save films from degradation. 

The program has received accolades from 
organizations such as the Directors Guild of 
America and the Academy of Motion Picture 
Arts and Sciences. Noted filmmakers Martin 
Scorsese and Ken Burns also have praised 
the NFPB and the NFPF. 

Unfortunately, the program officially expired 
October 11, 2003, and was not reauthorized. 
The legislation being introduced today would 
remedy that oversight by reauthorizing both 
the NFPB and the NFPF. I hope my col-
leagues will join me in supporting this valuable 
effort as we move it through the House. 
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HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF OFFICER PETER LAVERY 

HON. JOHN B. LARSON 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, January 4, 2005 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor the life and service of Offi-
cer Peter Lavery of the Newington Police De-

partment in Connecticut, who was tragically 
shot and killed in the line of duty on December 
30, 2004, as he responded to an emergency 
call. 

It was a terrible day for the people of Con-
necticut as one of our finest public servants 
was cut down in the prime of his life. Officer 
Lavery was a dedicated 17-year veteran of the 
Newington Police Department, and had served 
his Nation proudly as a member of the Con-
necticut National Guard. He was known for his 
‘‘big golden heart’’ and sense of humor, and 
so many of my constituents will never forget 
the important role he played in their lives or in 
the communities he served. He leaves behind 
his wife, Pamela, and two children, Raymond 
and Samantha, to whom our hearts go out 
during this difficult time. 

We struggle to understand why such a hor-
rific act of violence was visited upon such a 
good and decent man who loved his family 
and served his community. In the end, there 
are no answers. 

Today, as thousands of his neighbors and 
fellow officers gather in Newington to honor 
the life and service of Officer Lavery, we must 
remind ourselves of the thousands of brave, 
dedicated men and women that put their lives 
in danger each day to protect us and our fami-
lies. Officer Lavery made the ultimate sacrifice 
in the name of this cause. He will not be for-
gotten. 

May God bless him, his family and the 
United States of America. 
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IN HONOR OF MR. AND MRS. 
JAMES ‘‘CLYDE’’ SHAHAN 

HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, January 4, 2005 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to a couple, like so many others in 
our nation, which was truly American: Mr. and 
Mrs. James ‘‘Clyde’’ Shahan. 

Mr. Shahan, known to his friends as Clyde, 
and his four brothers, all from Denton, Texas, 
served in the United States Army during World 
War II. Clyde served honorably in New Guinea 
and Luzon, receiving numerous citations and 
decorations including the Asiatic Pacific Cam-
paign Medal with 2 Bronze Stars, Philippine 
Liberation Ribbon with 1 Bronze Star, Good 
Conduct Medal, Victory Ribbon, 1 Service 
Stripe and 4 Overseas Service Bars. 

After his discharge, Mr. Shahan returned to 
the Denton area where he, along with his 
Aural, became active members at Lake Cities 
United Methodist Church in Lake Dallas, 
Texas. Aural and Clyde worked side by side at 
several school districts and serving their com-
munity. 

Mr. and Mrs. Shahan had a son, Bobby Joe, 
who died as a three year old in a flu epidemic, 
but neither of them lost their faith or their com-
mitment to education and their country. Re-
membered as a happy and funny man, Clyde 
often attended church in his finest Western 
suit and was always a joy at church functions. 

Almost two years to the day of his wife’s 
death, Clyde passed away in 2004. Today, I 
honor the memory of these two individuals 

who impacted a community with hope. I am 
pleased that their memories will not be lost as 
a special memorial is being established at 
Lake Cities United Methodist Church in their 
honor. Truly, Clyde and Aural were members 
of the ‘‘greatest generation’’ and will be re-
membered always for their commitment to 
Christ and America. 
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TEN YEARS OF STELLAR SERVICE 

HON. BERNARD SANDERS 
OF VERMONT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, January 4, 2005 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, ten years ago 
the Howard Center for Human Services was 
established. It is a remarkable organization, 
one which provides essential services to the 
citizens of four counties in northern Vermont. 
Although its origins are in the nineteenth cen-
tury, its earliest forebearer was a ladies’ aid 
and relief society in 1873. Its willingness to 
join together several different NGOs in 1994, 
overriding several smaller portfolios in the in-
terest of providing a broad umbrella of serv-
ices to the community, is testimony to its com-
mitment to serving the needs of Vermont. 

The focus of its staff and programs is on de-
velopmental disabilities, those with mental 
problems, and on children, youth and families 
who face difficulties of many sorts. It serves 
those in crisis and those with ongoing prob-
lems. Altogether, the Howard Center serves 
over 15,000 Vermont residents each year 
through Howard Community Services, the 
Baird Center, and Adult Behavioral Health 
Services. It does so efficiently, dedicating al-
most 90 percent of its budget directly to pro-
grams and outreach for those thousands of 
Vermonters in need of the services it provides. 

The Howard Center provides accredited 
services in the areas of mental health, alcohol 
and other drug addictions programs, family 
services, and employment services. Its many 
programs range from crisis intervention and 
stabilization to outpatient treatment, case man-
agement services coordination, community 
housing, residential treatment, job develop-
ment and supports, and criminal justice serv-
ice case management. In addition to a dedi-
cated staff and hundreds of contracted work-
ers supporting individuals and families in their 
homes and in the community, 500 volunteers 
help the Howard Center meet the needs of our 
friends and neighbors in northern Vermont. 

I could go on at length about the individual 
programs of the Howard Center, but in the in-
terest of time I will mention just one, one that 
is representative of the remarkable commit-
ment and innovation that the Howard Center 
brings to providing human services to northern 
Vermont. The Streetwork program provides 
daily assistance and support to people with 
psychiatric disabilities, and to those dealing 
with substance abuse, homelessness and 
other unmet social service needs; it provides 
those services on the main streets of down-
town Burlington, by going out to people rather 
than waiting for them to come into offices or 
clinics. 

In these difficult times, when the middle 
class is under siege and shrinking and low in-
come families see the social safety net in 
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shreds, when fringe benefits for many jobs 
axe disappearing and more people are medi-
cally uninsured, when low and moderate in-
come housing is often unavailable, the How-
ard Center provides a bulwark and a refuge to 
those who are in need of social services. I 
congratulate them on the past ten years, and 
look forward to a new decade in which they 
continue to sustain tens of thousands of 
Vermonters. 
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INTRODUCING THE IDENTITY 
THEFT PREVENTION ACT 

HON. RON PAUL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, January 4, 2005 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, today I introduce 
the Identity Theft Prevention Act. This act pro-
tects the American people from government- 
mandated uniform identifiers that facilitate pri-
vate crime as well as the abuse of liberty. The 
major provision of the Identity Theft Prevention 
Act halts the practice of using the Social Se-
curity number as an identifier by requiring the 
Social Security Administration to issue all 
Americans new Social Security numbers within 
5 years after the enactment of the bill. These 
new numbers will be the sole legal property of 
the recipient, and the Social Security Adminis-
tration shall be forbidden to divulge the num-
bers for any purposes not related to Social 
Security administration. Social Security num-
bers issued before implementation of this bill 
shall no longer be considered valid Federal 
identifiers. Of course, the Social Security Ad-
ministration shall be able to use an individual’s 
original Social Security number to ensure effi-
cient administration of the Social Security sys-
tem. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress has a moral respon-
sibility to address this problem because it was 
Congress that transformed the Social Security 
number into a national identifier. Thanks to 
Congress, today no American can get a job, 
open a bank account, get a professional li-
cense, or even get a driver’s license without 
presenting his Social Security number. So 
widespread has the use of the Social Security 
number become that a member of my staff 
had to produce a Social Security number in 
order to get a fishing license. 

One of the most disturbing abuses of the 
Social Security number is the congressionally 
authorized rule forcing parents to get a Social 
Security number for their newborn children in 
order to claim the children as dependents. 
Forcing parents to register their children with 
the State is more like something out of the 
nightmares of George Orwell than the dreams 
of a free republic that inspired this Nation’s 
Founders. 

Congressionally mandated use of the Social 
Security number as an identifier facilitates the 
horrendous crime of identity theft. Thanks to 
Congress, an unscrupulous person may sim-
ply obtain someone’s Social Security number 
in order to access that person’s bank ac-
counts, credit cards, and other financial as-
sets. Many Americans have lost their life sav-
ings and had their credit destroyed as a result 
of identity theft. Yet the Federal Government 

continues to encourage such crimes by man-
dating use of the Social Security number as a 
uniform ID. 

This act also forbids the Federal Govern-
ment from creating national ID cards or estab-
lishing any identifiers for the purpose of inves-
tigating, monitoring, overseeing, or regulating 
private transactions among American citizens. 
At the very end of the 108th Congress, this 
body established a de facto national ID card 
with a provision buried in the ‘‘intelligence’’ re-
form bill mandating Federal standards for driv-
ers’ licenses, and mandating that Federal 
agents only accept a license that conforms to 
these standards as a valid ID. 

Nationalizing standards for drivers’ licenses 
and birth certificates creates a national ID sys-
tem pure and simple. Proponents of the na-
tional ID understand that the public remains 
wary of the scheme, so proponents attempt to 
claim they are merely creating new standards 
for existing State IDs. However, the ‘‘intel-
ligence’’ reform legislation imposed Federal 
standards in a Federal bill, thus creating a fed-
eralized ID regardless of whether the ID itself 
is still stamped with the name of your State. 
It is just a matter of time until those who 
refuse to carry the new licenses will be denied 
the ability to drive or board an airplane. Do-
mestic travel restrictions are the hallmark of 
authoritarian States, not free republics. 

The national ID will be used to track the 
movements of American citizens, not just ter-
rorists. Subjecting every citizen to surveillance 
diverts resources away from tracking and ap-
prehending terrorists in favor of needless 
snooping on innocent Americans. This is what 
happened with ‘‘suspicious activity reports’’ re-
quired by the Bank Secrecy Act. Thanks to 
BSA mandates, Federal officials are forced to 
waste countless hours snooping through the 
private financial transactions of innocent 
Americans merely because those transactions 
exceeded $10,000. 

The Identity Theft Prevention Act repeals 
those sections of Federal law creating the na-
tional ID, as well as those sections of the 
Health Insurance Portability and Accountability 
Act of 1996 that require the Department of 
Health and Human Services to establish a uni-
form standard health identifier—an identifier 
which could be used to create a national data-
base containing the medical history of all 
Americans. As an OB/GYN with more than 30 
years in private practice, I know the impor-
tance of preserving the sanctity of the physi-
cian-patient relationship. Oftentimes, effective 
treatment depends on a patient’s ability to 
place absolute trust in his or her doctor. What 
will happen to that trust when patients know 
that any and all information given to their doc-
tors will be placed in a government accessible 
database? 

By putting an end to government-mandated 
uniform IDs, the Identity Theft Prevention Act 
will prevent millions of Americans from having 
their liberty, property, and privacy violated by 
private and public sector criminals. 

In addition to forbidding the Federal Govern-
ment from creating national identifiers, this 
legislation forbids the Federal Government 
from blackmailing States into adopting uniform 
standard identifiers by withholding Federal 
funds. One of the most onerous practices of 
Congress is the use of Federal funds illegit-

imately taken from the American people to 
bribe States into obeying Federal dictates. 

Some Members of Congress will claim that 
the Federal Government needs the power to 
monitor Americans in order to allow the gov-
ernment to operate more efficiently. I would 
remind my colleagues that, in a constitutional 
republic, the people are never asked to sac-
rifice their liberties to make the jobs of govern-
ment officials easier. We are here to protect 
the freedom of the American people, not to 
make privacy invasion more efficient. 

Mr. Speaker, while I do not question the sin-
cerity of those Members who suggest that 
Congress can ensure that citizens’ rights are 
protected through legislation restricting access 
to personal information, the only effective pri-
vacy protection is to forbid the Federal Gov-
ernment from mandating national identifiers. 
Legislative ‘‘privacy protections’’ are inad-
equate to protect the liberty of Americans for 
a couple of reasons. 

First, it is simply common sense that repeal-
ing those Federal laws that promote identity 
theft is more effective in protecting the public 
than expanding the power of the Federal po-
lice force. Federal punishment of identity 
thieves provides cold comfort to those who 
have suffered financial losses and the destruc-
tion of their good reputations as a result of 
identity theft. 

Federal laws are not only ineffective in stop-
ping private criminals, but these laws have not 
even stopped unscrupulous government offi-
cials from accessing personal information. 
After all, laws purporting to restrict the use of 
personal information did not stop the well-pub-
licized violations of privacy by IRS officials or 
the FBI abuses of the Clinton and Nixon ad-
ministrations. 

In one of the most infamous cases of iden-
tity theft, thousands of active-duty soldiers and 
veterans had their personal information stolen, 
putting them at risk of identity theft. Imagine 
the dangers if thieves are able to obtain the 
universal identifier, and other personal infor-
mation, of millions of Americans simply by 
breaking, or hacking, into one government fa-
cility or one government database? 

Second, the Federal Government has been 
creating proprietary interests in private infor-
mation for certain State-favored special inter-
ests. Perhaps the most outrageous example of 
phony privacy protection is the ‘‘medical pri-
vacy’’’ regulation, that allows medical re-
searchers, certain business interests, and law 
enforcement officials access to health care in-
formation, in complete disregard of the Fifth 
Amendment and the wishes of individual pa-
tients! Obviously, ‘‘privacy protection’’ laws 
have proven greatly inadequate to protect per-
sonal information when the government is the 
one seeking the information. 

Any action short of repealing laws author-
izing privacy violations is insufficient primarily 
because the Federal Government lacks con-
stitutional authority to force citizens to adopt a 
universal identifier for health care, employ-
ment, or any other reason. Any Federal action 
that oversteps constitutional limitations violates 
liberty because it ratifies the principle that the 
Federal Government, not the Constitution, is 
the ultimate judge of its own jurisdiction over 
the people. The only effective protection of the 
rights of citizens is for Congress to follow 
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